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OPINION

PER CURIAM: 

Ronnie French, a federal prisoner, appeals the district
court’s imposition of sentence after the entry of his guilty plea
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to two counts of bank robbery in violation of 18 U.S.C.
§ 2113(a) (1994). At his sentencing hearing, the district court
determined that French had been convicted of two qualifying
predicate offenses, which warranted application of the career
offender enhancement pursuant to U.S. SENTENCING GUIDE-
LINES MANUAL § 4B1.1 (2001). The first predicate offense was
a 1995 conviction for the crime of burglary in violation of
NEV. REV. STAT. § 205.060 (1995). For the second predicate
offense, the district court relied upon French’s entry of a
guilty plea to a state criminal charge of robbery in violation
of NEV. REV. STAT. § 200.380 (1995). Although French had
entered his plea at the time of his federal sentencing hearing,
he had not yet been sentenced on his state robbery charge. In
the instant case, French contends that the district court
improperly counted his plea as a predicate conviction under
§ 4B1.1 because he had not been sentenced for the crime prior
to the federal sentencing hearing. 

French’s reliance on state law is misplaced in light of the
fact that “it is the federal definition that controls in applying
federal recidivism statutes such as the career criminal
offender guidelines.” United States v. Martinez, 232 F.3d 728,
733 (9th Cir. 2000). The district court thus properly con-
cluded that the plain language in § 4B1.1 provides that for the
purposes of the sentence enhancement, a conviction “shall be”
counted from the date that a guilty plea is entered and not
from the date of sentencing. Section 4B1.2(c) states that: 

The term “two prior felony convictions” means (1)
the defendant committed the instant offense of con-
viction subsequent to sustaining at least two [quali-
fying] felony convictions . . . , and (2) the sentences
for at least two of the aforementioned felony convic-
tions are counted separately under the provisions of
§ 4A1.1(a), (b), or (c). The date that a defendant sus-
tained a conviction shall be the date that the guilt of
the defendant has been established, whether by
guilty plea, trial, or plea of nolo contendere. 
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Id. (emphasis added). 

[1] By its plain language, § 4B1.2(c) requires that a convic-
tion be considered a qualifying predicate offense effective
from the date that a guilty plea is entered, regardless of
whether a sentence has been imposed. See also, U.S. SENTENC-
ING GUIDELINES MANUAL § 4B1.2, cmt. n.4 (2001) (allowing
for an unsentenced conviction as set forth in § 4A1.2(4) to be
counted as a conviction for the career offender determination
under § 4B1.1). Other circuits that have addressed this ques-
tion have reached the same conclusion. See United States v.
Pierce, 60 F.3d 886, 892 (1st Cir. 1995) (holding that “pleas
of nolo contendere are countable convictions under § 4B1.2”);
United States v. Gonzalez, 220 F.3d 922, 926 (8th Cir. 2000)
(holding “that an unsentenced guilty plea is a ‘prior convic-
tion’ for purposes of § 4B1.1”). Thus, the district court cor-
rectly interpreted and applied § 4B1.1 in imposing the
sentence. 

AFFIRMED.
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